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> . REGION | SITE NUMBER (to be as~
e EPA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE signed by Ho)
A\ Y 4 IDENTIFICATION AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT v

NOTE: This form is completed for each potential hazardous waste site to help set priorities for site inspection. The information
submitted on this form is based on available records and may be updated on subsequent forms as a result of additional inquiries
and onesite inspections,

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Complete Sections I and III through X as completely as possible before Section II (Preliminary
A ssessment), ‘File this form in the Regional Hazardous Waste Log File and submit a copy to: U.S. Envupnmental Protection
Agency; Site Tracking System; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Task Force (EN-335); 401'M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460.

I. SITE IDENTIFICATION

A. SITE NAME B. STREE T-(or other identxfﬁer)
LAne Lawdfitl (Mc Kinley Thempson T’-ﬁms) 3434 S, Harding S+,
c.cITY D. STATE E. ZIP CODE F. COUNTY NAME
Tudianape is Tudiana | 46217 Maricn
G. OWNER/OPERATOR (if known)
1. NAME ) 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER
W, JAack lane (Oloemfw‘) 5 Me kinley Thciamsen (Ou/ner) 3i7-758-443y

H., TYPE OF OWNERSHIP

[J1. FEpERAL  [J2. sTaTE [ Js. county [ Ja. municipaL s PrivaTe  []6. UNKNOWN

- SITE DEspi_;Pngz,;. QFS‘ewye, Sludge /Eo.f.S/ka/Jc/ f{y&ré. Jﬁf“ﬁ‘) henolifoon debria in
Innd 51/ frome /913 +0 /979"

J. HOW IDENTIFIED (ises, citizen’s complaints, OSHA citations, etc.) K. -DATE IDENTIFIED

(mo., day, & yr.)
U SEPA

L. :?.RLP:\(:;:AL STATE CONTACT JZJ;%»»J'/?Q Boavd o Healtt

" Dicision & S’ﬁm?%‘b‘j g, e COTRy 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER
S v - D ‘Vtr : l'l:'-‘“lﬁﬂ : _ « - 7
63”'8‘3‘ E. d Solid Lunste PAumcen ea T See Fow 317-633-0! 67
II. PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT (Co\brrplete: this section last) i
A, APFARENT SERIOUSNESS OF PROBLEM ‘ EPA Region 5 Records Ctr,
1. High (e meoium D3, Low [la. NONE [T1s. unkNOWN "m" |” '“llm" "m m
321262
B. RECOMMENDATION
B5<'1. NO ACTION NEEDED (no hazard) [ 12. IMMEDIATE SITE INSPECTION NEEDED

a. TENTATIVELY SCHEDULED FOR:

[} 3. sITE INSPECTION NEEDED .
a. TENTAT!VELY SCHEDULED FOR: b. WiL.LL BE PERFORMED BY:

b. WiILL BE PERFORMED BY:

[TJa. sITE INSPECTION NEEDED (low priority)

C. PREPARER INFORMATION
1. NAME

Rbé"" ra /)r (%C‘Jl‘)\l‘ /4

2. TELEPHONE NUMBER 3. DATE (mos, day, & yr.).
3/2 - 863 - IHS ZHo-$0
L. SITE INFORMATION

A. SITE STATUS

[11. ACTIVE (Those industrial or DL 2. INACTIVE (Those Qs. OTHER (specify):

municipal sites which are being used sites which no longer recelive oge sites that include such incidents like ‘‘midnight dumping’’ where
for waste treatment, storage, or disposal | Wastes.) no regular or continuing use of the site for waste disposal has occurred,)
on a continuing basis, even if infre—

quently.)

8. 1S GENERATOR ON SITE?

g 1. NO D 2. YES (specify generator's four~—digit SIC Code):

C. AREA OF SITE (in acres) D. 'F APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF SITE IS HIGH, SPECIFY COORDINATES

1. LATITUDE (degs—min.—sec:). 2. LONGITUDE (degi—min.—gec.)

E. ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE?

) Rﬁ NO (7 2. vEs (specify):

T2070-2 (10-79) Continue On Reverse




Continued From Front

IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY

Indicate the major site activity(ies) and details relating to each activity by marking ‘X* in the appropriate boxes.

9. OTHER (specify):

ey r
_x_‘ A. TRANSPORTER —-)S‘ B. STORER r—)s C. TREATER E—)q D. DISPOSER
1. RAIL 1. PILE . FILTRATION Y . LANDFILL
2. SHIP 2. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 2. INCINERATION 2. LANDFARM
3. BARGE 3. DRUMS 3. VOLUME REDUCTION 3. OPEN DUMP
4. TRUCK 4. TANK, ABOVE GROUND 4. RECYCLING/RECOVERY K. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT
5. PIPELINE 5. TANK, BELOW GROUND B. CHEM./PHYS., TREATMENT s, MIDNIGHT DUMPING
| j8. OTHER (specify): __|S- OTHER (specify): 6. BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 6. INCINERATION
’ 7. WASTE OIL REPROCESSING 7. UNDERGRQUND INJECTION
8. SOLVENT RECOVERY 5. OTHER (speciiy):

E. SPECIFY DETAILS OF SITE ACTIVITIES AS NEEDED

Lad fill = refue ¥ denalFon debprs "\‘rﬂ"‘f el
betiecs 1977 ¢ (729 dz.?aod‘*:c of finc st y 3T {/kﬁt 7

/7y 594,

V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION

A. WASTE TYPE

{1 uNkNOWN

{TJ2. vrquio

X[3. soLip

4. sLubce

(Is. cas

B. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
[]1. UNKNOWN

(Je. Toxtc

[ ]10. OTHER (specity):

[ ]2 corrosive
[J7. reAcTIVE

a6
[Tle. N

NITABLE
ERT

[1a. raDlOACTIVE
[Je. FLAMMABLE

[Js. nigH

LY VOLATILE

C. WASTE CATEGORIES

NO

1. Are records of wastes availabie? Specify items such as manifests, inventories, etc. below,

2. Estimate the amount(specify unit of measure)of waste by category; mark ‘X’ to indicate which wastes are preseat, -

(4) ALUMINUM
SLUDGE

.Z. l.s) OTHER( specify):
Line Sfudoc
620'. 00 ydy

a, SLUDGE b. OlL c. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS e. SOLIDS f. OTHER
AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMCIINT AMOUNT
13
240,000 (\d ‘ o _40!7@0() &, 600,000
UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE [UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE
1 N ' g . i) -
Cubic Yards Cubic ¥ards Cubic tards
; oy ‘
X' J (1) PAINT X'ltnoiLy ‘Xl marLocENATED [ X ‘X X ., LABORATORY
1  PIGMENTS — WAsTESs —1 SOLVENTS (1) AcIDs —(t) FLYASH M) PHARMACEUT.
(2IMETALS (2) 0 THER(specify):] |12y NoN-HALOGNTD] [f2) PICKLING sBESTOS (2 HOSPITAL
SLUDGES SOLVENTS LIQUORS (2) ASBE
(3POTW | () OTHER(specHy): | lig)causTics IS nGs (31 RADIOACTIVE

() PESTICIDES

|, FERROUS

4) sMLTG. WASTES

(A)MUNICIPAL

(B)DYES/INKS

18 NON-FERROUS

SMLTG. WASTES

Xl

(8) OTHER(8pecity):

(8) CYANIDE

{(7) PHENOLS

(8 HALOGENS

9)Pce

(10)METALS

|l oTHER(8pecity)

(6} OTHER(specify):

D«:muh’ tine
Debis ¢
Refise
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- VII. PERMIT INFORMATION

A. INDICATE ALL APPLICABLE PERMITS HELD BY THE SITE. |

] +. npDEs PERMIT [ ] 2. SPCC PLAN [} 3. STATE PERMIT (specify): |
] 4. AIRPERMITS [] s LocAL PERMIT [ | 6. RCRA TRANSPORTER
[]7. RcrASTORER [_] 8 RCRA TREATER [ | 9. RCRA DISPOSER

| 3 10. OTHER (specify): ﬂ}iprc val écI/ ASEN Ao re nnovate St Le Hfer ()('974‘)967/9 77

B. IN COMPLIANCE?

[] 1. ves B 2. no ] 3. uNKNOWN

4. WITH RESPECT TO (list regulstion name & number): ﬂcnnawdéau, e 4"[;’: /t@yw,q/_— C/oj{‘q‘( g ﬁf;kﬁoﬁmm
VIIL. PAST REGULATORY ACTIONS

Jﬁﬂ A, NONE 8 B. YES (summarize below) B X
ISBH Sough? Ho hare Site Comply wirh StAte Pormit SPC~ orclose cperaticns ia & Idys]
Court ruled 7iat 14y cemply with SPC—18 bu# gar Me Kiiy ley Wion-yah . A VA iRnce on ANy
tiermy jh the pErmi T Petm; 1tuns _ir_suet/ Teese zI97¢ fg} The S.Fe o A:(‘a-/f el fro., debiyy
Lok /977 prepecty tons softf a wd site wns closed,
IX. INSPECTION ACTIVITY (past or on-going)

] a. NONE PR B. YES (complete items 1,2,3, & 4 below)
- 2. DATE OF ‘| 3. PERFORMED
1.TYPE OF ACT!VITY PAST ACTION 8yY: 4. DESCRIPTION
(mo., day, & yrs) (EPA/ State)
Rt‘ﬂ,‘.}c'f:ﬂt’ll} I%Pcc‘f;bq A?u“f ) AcTin e 80[”7 o 4F Pl Sk
Me- ﬂ'j ﬂb..mﬁ«% ﬁ’g'm,-f— Dec 197 % 100y TSBH Shnp /,:‘}, o« Il c((; e
&

X. REMEDIAL ACTIVITY (past or on-going)

X a. NoNE [T B. YES (complete items 1, 2,3, & 4 below)
2. DATE OF 3. PERFORMED
1. TYPE OF ACTIVITY PAST ACTION BY: 4. DESCRIPTION
(mo,, day, & yr.). (EPA/State)

NOTE: Based on the information in Sections I through X, fill out the Preliminary Assessment (Section II)

information on the first page of this form.
EPA Form T2070-2 (10-79) PAGE 4 OF 4




Coniinued From Page 2

V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION (continued)

3. LIST SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHICH MAY BE ON THE SITE (place in doscending order of hazard).

4. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS OR NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITUATION KNOWN OR REPORTED TO EXIST AT THE SITE.

LawdfTil Rrs becn TaFhagince Tam (979, JV-/’N“‘-" < cleting 5ife i’:'{[
(‘.’FFC(_f' S’(“C(J&fll‘ﬂfeéc@/‘%c/ oOh Area.

7“:} w/‘mf

VI. HAZARD DESCRIPTICN

POTEN- c.
A.TYPE OF HAZARD TIAL | INGiECeRD
HAZARD -
(mark 'x7) | (mark 'X°)

1. NO HAZARD

D. DATE OF
INGIDENT
(mo.,dey,yr.)

E. REMARKS

2. HUMAN HEALTH

DON-WRARKER
) _lNJy_EY/ExPOSURE

12-5-7¢

Froa Siake otff?uc., bonel vida b .'(hf,
Cucted pn Herrc ccidet 0o T-$63" which

4. WORKER INJURY

hju veel fo F(g,f[c,

CONTAMINATION
" OF WATER SUPPLY

CONTAMINATION
* OF FOOD CHAIN

7, CONTAMINATION
" OF GROUND WATER

>

CONTAMINAT!'ON
" OF SURFACE WATER

‘ o DAMAGE TO
‘ FLORA/FAUNA

10. FiSH KILL

CONTAMINATION
' OF AIR

1-767F13

Pai’u.‘ﬁo—- fous. anclt-erﬂu'A_e( E"E At /ﬁ’f’t[;’//

12. NOTICEABLE ODORS

($moke)

13. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL

14. PROPERTY DAMAGE

15. FIRE OR EXPLOSION
< ——

116

unae,amndé‘m at ladfitl Aok

16 SPILLS/LEAKING CONTAINERS/
" RUNOFF/STANDING LIQUIDS

4“4,»4,( l.m.l(."‘r"3 +0 D“"‘ﬂi—z ‘f
1

SEWER, STORM

17. bRAIN PROBLEMS

18. EROSION PROBLEMS

19. INADEQUATE SECURITY

20. INCOMPATIBLE WASTES

21, MIDNIGHT DUMPING

22. OTHER (specify):

EPA Form T2070-2 (10-79)
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g ecology and environment, inc.

223 WEST JACKSON BLVD., CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60606, TEL. 312-663-9415

International Specialists in the Environmental Sciences

DATE: July 16, 1980
TO: Rene Van Someren
FROM: Robert Wachsmuth ®fir

SUBJECT:  Indiana/TDD# F5-8006-5
Indianapolis/Lane Landfill

On July 16, 1980 a meeting was held with Greg Vanderlaan,
Environmental Emergency Section Chief of Region V EPA at
536 S. Clark St. The purpose of this meeting was to
review with Mr. Vanderiaan the Lane Landfill Environmental
Assessment Report. 1 talked to him and he agreed with the
recommendations made in the report. He said that if I had
any questions that I should contact him.

RW/ct

recycled paper



Environmental Assessment of the Lane Landfill;

Indianapolis, Indiana

Ownership of the Site

The Marion County assessors records show that McKinley Thompson owns
this site which has a mailing address of 3434 S. Harding St., India-
napolis, Indiana 46217. According to a letter from Lane Restoration to
Dave Lamm of the Indiana State Board of Health, dated September 12, 1977,
W. J. Lane was negotiating the purchase of the McKinley Thompson site.

The Marion County assessors records do not show this transaction as taking
place.

Physical Description

The Lane Landfil1l (McKinley Thompson site) is located in Marion
County, Perry Township, Indianapolis, Indiana, in the east half of the
northwest 1/4 of Section 27, Township 15 North, Range 3 East. This parcel
of land is 89.074 acres, with the land zoned as wood/wasteland. According
to correspondence from I.S.B.H., Mr. Lane purchased 76 acres of this
parcel in September, 1977.

Nature of Materials Disposed of at Site

The Lane Landfill was originally a gravel pit. After the gravel
operations ceased an 82 foot deep lake remained in the middle of the 50
acre site. This is located in the southwest area of the total parcel of
land. Beginning in 1913 the area was used for a dump. Over the years the
dump has been used for garbage, demolition, and construction debris. The
debris was pushed into the lake and is now approximately 25 feet above the
level of the lake.

In 1940 McKinley Thompson bought the site. At that time only about
35 acres of the total parcel of land were used for dumping purposes.
Under Thompson's ownership the area was primarily used as a dump for
demolished houses. The dumping of garbage ceased. In 1977 Jack Lane
purchased the site and put out fires that had been occuring at the site by
using sludge from the lagoons at Belmont Sewage Treatment plant, which is
north of the site. This material was supposed to be the dried sludge and
soil from the bottoms of the lagoons but it happened that the contractor
was also disposing unpumpable sludge which was contaminated with heavy
metals and PCBs.



Description of Surrounding Area

There are private residences east of the landfill site, east of
Harding Street. The western boundary of the site is the White River.
Eagle Creek flows into the White River just north of the site. The City
of Indianapolis' Belmont Sewage Treatment plant is north of the site; and
discharges effluent into the river upstream of the landfill site. To the
west of White River and the site is the Kentucky Ave. Landfill. This
Tandfi11 which is accepting solid wastes has been in operation since late
1971. South of the landfill site is the Perry Substation for the
Indianapolis Power and Light Co.

Geology and Groundwater

Logs from wells located northwest and southeast of the landfill show
a column consisting of top soil, clay, sand and gravel, sand, gravel and
clay, course gravel, limestone, and shale. The shallow aquifer system in
the area consists of shallow sands and gravels separated by clay
stringers. Below the shallow system is a 10'-20' shale bed underlain by a
limestone aquifer. The hydraulic connection between the shallow and deep
aqguifers is not known. The White River lies on outwash sands and gravels
which are in communication with the shallow aquifer system. The lateral
extent of these outwash deposits is unknown at present but the location of
the fill leads the author to believe that the disposal site is located on
this outwash.

Depth to groundwater is dependent on the level of water in the White
River. It is generally at or near the same elevation as river level.
Groundwater flow in the shallow aquifer system is toward the north (White
River). The flow direction in the deeper limestone aquifer is not known.

According to a recent site plan, the landfill area varies in eleva-
tion from 668 at the retention pond to 696 at the top of the berm around
the fill area. The level along the north edge of the site is at elevation
684 while the drainage ditch southeast of the site is at elevation 680.
Surface water from the site drains into the retention pond on the north-
east corner of the site. The possibility exists for surface water to
enter the drainage ditch via the retention pond.

The 100 year flood stage in the area is approximately at elevation
686. The majority of sludge disposal probably occurred at an elevation
above this point.

The surface area of the fil1 is covered with STP sludge and flyash
from a nearby power substation. The flyash is very light and porous
material which could be easily eroded. Other than the sludge and flyash,
the fill is unfinished.



Plant and Animal Communities

According to the Indiana Dept. of Natural Resources the industri-
alized area around the landfill is generally not supporting any plant or
animal 1ife. Just south of the Lane Landfill is an Indianapolis Power and
Light Company power plant - substation complex. To the east is a resi-
dential area with typical landscape vegetation. Fish that inhabit the
White River upstream of the Belmont Treatment Plant and the adjacent
gravel and sandpits include carp, bass, crappie, and sunfish. The only
fish found downstream from the Belmont Plant is carp. This is attributed
to the low oxygen levels for at least 16 miles below the sewage treatment
plant.

Migratory birds (Canadian Geese) rely on the White River as a major
flightway and often stop at various points, including some areas close to
the landfill site. Significant degradation of water quality or quantity
would probably result in birds stopping above the outfall of any point
source of pollution.

Less mobile plant life is no longer affected by the area or its
development.

General Hydrology

According to USGS, Marion County is totally within the watershed of
the West Fork of the White River, except a small point in the southeast
corner which is in the East Fork of the White River. The average annual
precipitation is 39.3 inches and the use of water in 1971 was estimated at
126 MGD, of which 50 MGD (40%) was groundwater. About 30% of the annual
precipitation percolates through the soil and eventually reaches the water
table in the White River and Fall Creek valleys. The recharge rates to
the hydraulically connected aquifers in the fill plain are much less than
the annual precipitation.

The local hydrologic conditions found at the Tandfill site closely
parallel the condition of the White River. During periods of high water
level in the river, the shallow aquifer systems recharge. At low water
levels, the shallow aquifers discharge and maintain base flow.

Sampling and Chemical Analysis History

In early 1977 chemical analysis was done by U.S. EPA on the lagoon
sludge from the Belmont Treatment Plant. The parameters were averaged and
compared to July 1975 samples analyzed by Purdue University. This
analysis was done to determine the cadmium application rate for land
application of sludge on farmlands.

In September, 1977, EPA did an analysis for Lane Restoration on the
flyash that they were going to put on the sludge for final cover of the
landfill., The analysis was done for PCBs and heavy metals and it was
found to be below contaminant levels.




In July, 1978, September, 1978, and October, 1978, Lane Restoration
did an analysis for cyanide of the sludge from the lagoons being disposed
of, to determine if ISBH would approve disposal.

Currently the city consultant is finalizing a leachate study of the
sludge that was disposed of in the landfill. Results show that contami-
nate levels for PCBs (.001 mg/1) were exceeded at the release mode (1 gram
dry sludge to 10 m1 of solution) at higher chlorinated biphenyls (Aroclor
1260) 25% of the time. Of all the other parameters the only other compo-
nent of analysis that is higher than allowable contaminant levels in the
release mode is total dissolved solids. It exceeds contaminant levels 25%
of the time. The contaminant levels were presented to USEPA from the Citv
of Indianapolis in a letter dated October 15, 1979.

Since late 1977 the Indiana State Board of Health, Division of
Sanitary Engineering, Solid Waste Management Section has been making
monthly inspections of the Lane Landfill site. During the inspections of
September and November 1978 samples were taken of sludge for a leachate
test. Parameters tested were total solids and cyanide.

Presently the city's consultant is finalizing a sludge leachate study
to try to determine what environmental impact the sludge disposal had on
the Lane Landfill.

There are not any existing permits for the landfill site since it has

been inactive since early 1979. There has been no legal action against
this site since Jack Lane of Lane Restoration purchased the site in 1977.

Conclusions and Recommendations

David Hoppock, Director of the Department of Public Works, City of
Indianapolis, in a letter to Robert Penno of the Water Pollution Control
Indiana State Board of Health, estimated quantities of sludge that were
disposed of at Lane Landfill. The amount of material put into the Lane
Landfill by the city was 200,000 yds3, 17,000 yds3 ash, and 16,000
yds3 of clay totalling 233,000 yds3. The estimated amount of refuse
and demolition debris disposed in this landfill was calculated from the
site plan, information of dumping activities from the Environmental Impact
Analysis done by the City Consultant, and by looking at the U.S.G.S.
topographic map dated 1967. The elevation of sludge was shown to be 686
frgg the memorandum of the meeting held at Lane Landfill September 13,
1979.

Area 1 shown on the site plan is approximately 600 ft. x 400 ft. x
8 ft. deep_of sludge, ash and lime/sludge mixture which is about
71,000 yds3. Area 2 is 700 ft. x 700 ft. x 8 ft. deep of the same
material which is about 145,000 yds3. The total material would be
216,000 yds3 which is very close to the actual estimated amount of
233,000 yds3. At one time, there was a large lake on the site which was:
thought to be 82 ft. deep. A refuse, demolition debris mixture was dumped
into this lake to where the landfill itself was 25 ft. about the level of
the lake. Assuming that the lake water level is about the same level as



the river, (664) then the depth of fill would be about 107 ft. (The
bottom of the lake would be at elevation 582). 1If the lake encompassed
the area of Area 1 and Area 2 the total land area would be

1,430,000 ft.2 x 107 ft depth and would equal approximately

5,700,000 yds3. From these calculations 3% of the disposal material is
the sludge mixture from the Belmont Treatment Plant lagoons.

It is not necessary to take water samples of the White River because
the Belmont Sewage Treatment Plant, and many industrial users discharge
into the river upstream of the landfill site. Because the groundwater
flows into the White River in the area, there would probably be more than
one source of contamination in water samples from the river. Possible
sources are the Belmont Sludge Lagoons, and the Kentucky Ave. Landf111
which is northeast of the landfill site across the river.

From the findings presented in this report it is recommended that the
Lane Landfill complete closure operations by covering it with clay and top
soil, grading to gentle slope of 5:1 and seeding it with grass. It is
then possible that this site can be used as a parking lot or an industrial
storage area. Someone from the state and/or USEPA should be on site to
inspect and make certain that Lane Restoration completes the closure
operations correctly.
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